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Larry L. stringer
1045 High vista Drive
Arden, NC 28704
February 19, 1993

The Honorable Lauch Faircloth
united states Senate
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Senator Faircloth:

I am writing in regard to the proposed FCC regulations
contained in PR Docket 92-235. I am strongly opposed to
these regulations for a number of reasons.

I have enjoyed the hobby of flying radio-controlled model
airplanes for thirteen years and have invested thousands of
hours and dollars into my hobby. The FCC proposal to
allocate some frequencies for cellular phones, pagers, and
radios into the bands which are presently limited to
radio-controlled airplanes will make my hobby much less
safe, and even dangerous. If a signal from a cellular phone
made me lose control of m¥ twenty pound quarter-scale
airplane, it could crash 1nto someone and cause major
injuries, possibly death. Also, this proposal would limit
frequencies available which would increase the number of
hours spent waiting for a frequency in order to fly.

Flying radio-controlled airplanes is a hobby which my wife
and my children also enjoy. I appreciate your efforts to
keep this sport safe and enjoyable by voting against PR
Docket 92-235.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

.~.fir:..;~}$,4'1J~
~rry U. Stringer
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Allow me to extend congratulations upon your election. My entire
f~ly is delighted to know that Senator Kennedy will no longer be
bothered by your Democratic predecessor! I would like you to know
that I have always been a strong supporter of North Carolina Repub
cans. Although there may be a few select issues where we disagree,
I voted for you to be a sensible voice in Washington; one unafraid
to say what is truly on his mind and in his heart, and one the
lobbyist can't buy. I look forward to your representing the people
of North Carolina for many years to come. doing what is best.

However. prior to 1.991. I remained a member of that greater silent
~ority although I was interested in our governments proceedings
and exercised my voting rights. But, with the Thomas/Hill fiasco.
that incident became the trigger that caused me to decide that my
silence must be replaced with my spoken and written beliefs and to
become an active participant in the local Republican Party! I am
extremely proud of my step-daughter, Rhonda Cloninger. She is the
membership director under Ms. Huda Jones of the National Federation
of Republican Women located in Alexandria, VA. Please feel free
to call upon her services as she may be of help to you and your
staff on many issues and for a variety of factual input_

As lifelong residents of the Belmont-Mount Holly, NC area, I would
also like to share the news with you that my wife, Nancy, is the
newly elected President of the Gaston County Republican Women's
Morning Group which places her on the county's Executive Committee.
And. for myself, I served on Gaston County's Executive Committee as
a Township Member-at-Large during 1992. Next month, the Gaston
County Republican Convention attendees will vote on my nomination
for the Executive Committees office of Treasurer. Also. just this
past January 28th. I was elected Secretary of the Gaston County
Republican Men. These words are not for personal bragging purposes,
but represent the outcome of my aforestated decision and the pride
I share with my f~ly members and their Republican activities.

A complicating factor which could have prevented all of my own
politically motivated endeavors is the fact that I am a disabled
individual, but one who has no desire to live as a "vegetable" of
a human being. With chronic illness suddenly and continuously end
ing my educational profession forever. I started a small business
out of my home based on my love for the hobby of model railroading.

As I must "work" at my own "leisure" to a large degree. I have

acquired contractual arrangements with several U.S. companies



to produce my exclusive hobby related products and designs over
the past five years. Although the profits are marginal and costs
and related risks are high~ my reward~ at least for now. comes
from my Hense or accomplishment and the pleasure 1 trust my ideas
and products have given to many other hobby enthusiasts.

However, my small enterprise is facing a potentially disastrous
situation. And~ the entire remote control industry, from manufac
turers all the way through distributors~ hobby shop owners~ and
right to the consumer~ that of' oblivion~ The problem lies within
a proposal by the FCC to JDaSsively restructure frequency channels
as developed by their Land Mobile Service. This proposal is now
before Congress d.esignated as NPRl'1--PR Docket 92-235. This re
structuring is the first of i t~s kind in over 60 years and will
have a devastating effect~ not only on the remote control industry..
but all related hobby industries without exception due to the
scope and nature of hobby product organization and sales.

Please allow me to provi.de some basic information as quoted from
the hobby trade publication "Hobby Merchandiser"~ February 1993
.issue, pages four and forty-eight: The FCC's "419 page document
addresses frequency use in another service (Part 88) but will also
affect Part 95 where our R/C frequency use lives. _ .. the re
structuring inserts two new frequencies between those presently
assigned for modeling use and commercial users. That means (there
could be) a transmitter (with) almost four times the power out
put or (current R/C users) .. only 2.5 kHz away from a large number
of (R/C) T2 and 75 MHz frequencies. II

Conti.nuing, "In the 72 MHz band" thirty···one (R/C) frequencies would
be bracketed" principally in the lower end of' the band, below
Channel 42. A similar condition would exist in the 75 MJlz band.
An eXamPle of the frequency pl.acing would look. like the following:

Model Channel 14 -72. 070 MHz
New insert -12.0725 MHz
New iIl£-lert 12.0-175 MHz

Present Commercial 72.080 ffi~

New insert -12.0825 MHz
New insert 12.0875 MHz

Model Channel 15 72.090 MHz

"Not only are these new frequencies very colse to (those already
used by R/C manufacturers), they are also designated as ' mobile ' i

therefore~ (no one) would never know where they are operating..
including right in the pit area, at (R/C) fields, or on the street
and highway nearby. In addition.. the technical specifications for
the new equipment allows a legal rrequency tolerance which could
place their signal directly on ours~ (R/C users)"

Senator, suppose you were in attendance at a remote control model
airplane demonstration. With the FCC's splitting these frequencies
into narrower band-widths and rearranging the band plan, the :Pol-
lowing could be a direct result_ With many land mobile rrequencies
moving closer to the radio control frequencies.. direct disruptive
interference could li.kely occur between the model and the operator.
This will result in unusable areas or the band under the new rules
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if adopted~ with only 19 out the current 50 remaining viable. To
eliminate those frequencies~ in essence~ will result II in huge
safety concerns~ enormous liability potential J and an obsolescence
of all current radio equipment~ rendering the sport of radio
control modeling 'dead in the water.' (NowJ being at that demon
stration mentioned~ keeping all pertinent information in mind)
"Imagine the disastrous potential. Suppose an accountant driving
by a flying field calls a client on his cellular car phone and in
advertently kills radio contact bHtween a flier and his (model)
airplane. The waYWard craft veers into the crowd of spectators~

(propeller in full centrifical action) and . __ you get the idea."

"No matter how much enjoYment is derived :From radio control model
iI~ ... no matter how much new 'cutting edge' technology is intro
duced _ .. no matter how many youngsters (and adults) which can be
brought into the hobby ... the sport simply will not and cannot
survive if... the safety 0:F those participating (and those nearby)
cannot be secured. "

Therefore~ this FCC proposal "will severely hamper (the industries)
ability to protect modelers and onlookers ... and will basically
destroy the hobby or radio control modeling and the shops who cater
to airplane~ car~ heli and boat enthusiasts."

LikewiseJ with my related hobby business of model railroading, or
those who are involved with kites, plastic model kits, etc., all
will feel this effect as radio control has a long and storied
history which often serves as an entry-point for many other model
and hobby activities. The end result is not only the loss of the
entire remote control industrYJ but a loss of bu..qiness for each
and every segment of the V"arious hobby fields.

I do not believe you would want this to occur. I request you to
act in the best interest to help preserve not just the remote
control hobby and its business-oriented companies and personnel,
but prevent all hobby oriented business' from the potential loss
of salesJ jobsJ and the joy these activities provide to loyal and
dedicated consumers. The FCC has set February 26~ 1993 as the
cut-off date for formal comments and filing. Please consult~ with
their officials as well as your Senatorial colleagues and House
members to avo.id this potential devastati.on. Thank you~ and
please keep me informed of the situation.

Should Rhonda~ my wife Nancy, or myself be of service to you and
your concerns in relation to the positions we have been intrusted
with on the national and local levels of the Republican party~

please do not hesitate to call upon us.

With sincere regards~

Randy c. Dills
Hobby Craft Specialties

%: Temporary phone service is necessary at 704.827.0351
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8560 Ocean H1way West
Shallotte, NC 28459
(919-287-6510)
February 18, 1993

The Honorable Lauch Fa1rcloth
Un1ted States Senate
Washington. D.C 20515

Dear Senator FaIrcloth,

I am an aV1d radio control hobbiest. That means that I race
a battery powered race car that 1S controlled by rad10 signals
alone This hobby is very w1despread and also 1ncludes rad10
controlled trucks, boats. airplanes and hel1copters

In my personal sltuat1on. I have invested nearly $2500 00 to
nurture and promote my hobby. There are 15 members 1n my radIo
control club WhICh have roughly the same Investment. as well as,
a club 1nvestment of over $6000 00 to bU1ld a concrete oval track
For us to race on

WE NEED YOUR HELpl WE STRONGLY OPPOSE REGULATIONS CONTAINED
IN PR Docket 92-235 In these regulat1ons, the FCC would allow
cellular phones. personal pagers and radIO data serVIces to be
allocated into the 72-76 MHz band--very, very close to the same
channels we have already had allocated to our RIC cars, planes
and boats. Th1S could mean that these channels could become
unusable for RIC and at least, less safe

Th1S matter requires your attentIon pr10r to February 26th.
We only have a preC10US few frequenc1es now; Please help us save
them l

Respectfully yours,

Robert Alan Ward
Rep Southern RIC Motorsports
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SENATOR LAUNCH FAIRCLOTH
U.S. SENATE OFFICE BUILDING
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20510

RE: PR DOCKET 92-235

DEAR MR. FAIRCLOTH:

I AM RETIRED AND AN ACTIVE MEMBER OF A RADIO CONTROL MODEL
AIRPLANE CLUB. I DERIVE MANY HOURS OF PLEASURE FROM THIS
ACTIVITY AND OUR CLUB CONTRIBUTES BOTH MANPOWER AND
FINANCIAL SUPPORT TO SEVERAL COMMUNITY PROJECTS SUCH AS.
SPECIAL OLYMPICS AND YOUTH SCIENCE PROJECTS.

I AM VERY CONCERNED ABOUT PROPOSED RULES UNDER CONSIDERATION
BY THE FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISION (FCC). THE
PROCEEDING IS PR DOCKET 92-235. IF ADOPTED, THE NEW RULE
WILL GREATLY REDUCE THE USABLE 72 MHZ FREQUENCY CHANNELS
CURRENTLY ASSIGNED FOR MODEL AIRCRAFT USE. THIS SITUATION
WILL NOT ONLY IMPACT THE OPERATION OF 72 MHZ EQUIPMENT BUT,
WILL GREATLY REDUCE THE SAFETY ASPECT FOR PERSONNEL AND
EQUIPMENT. THE PROPOSED ADDITION OF NEW FREQUENCY CHANNELS
WITHIN AND ESTABLISHED BANDWIDTH GREATLY INCREASES THE

'POSSIBLITY OF INTERFERENCE BETWEEN CHANNELS. RADIO
INTERFERENCE INCREASES THE RISK OF ACCIDENTS AND ATTENDANCE
LIABILITIES ..

I OWN TWO RADIO CONTROL SYSTEMS THAT WOULD BECOME UNUSABLE
IF THE PROPOSED FREQUENCY ALLOCATIONS ARE IMPLEMENTED.
NEEDLESS TO SAY, THIS IS VERY EXPENSIVE TO ME AS WELL AS A
SERIOUS ECONOMIC IMPACT TO THE MANUFACTURE AND SALES OF THIS
EQUIPMENT.

PLEASE REVIEW PR DOCKET 92-235 KEEPING IN MIND THAT THE
RADIO CONTROL HOBBY/BUSINESS COMMUNITY DEPENDS ON THE
CUERRENT FREQUENCY ALLOCATIONS AND CHANNEL SEPARATION TO
ADAQUATLY SATISFY RIDGID SAFETY AND EQUIPMENT UTILIZATION
REQUIREMENTS.

S~RELY,

C,f/.~
C. H. PRUE
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The Honorable Lauch Faircloth
United states Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Faircloth:

I am a fifty year old businessman who, along with two
partners, run a successful plastic manufacturing business in
Charlotte, N.C. I was trained as an aeronautical engineer, but
since my discharge from the Air Force 23 years ago, I have
worked in the plastics industry. I have held a lifelong inter
est in Aviation, and am an active member of the Experimental
Aircraft Association having restored one classic airplane and
assisted with the restoration of several others. I have also
been a member of the Academy of Model Aeronautics (the largest
sport aviation organization in the world) since I was a teen in
the late fifty's. I am presently an active modeler and enjoy
both building and flying radio controlled model airplanes.

I have recently been made aware of the proposed rules
that are currently under consideration by the Federal Communica
tions Commission (FCC). I refer to PR Docket 92-235. If adopt
ed, the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of frequen
cies currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of
accidents and possibility fatalities due to radio frequency in
terference and the attendant loss of control of model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band.
This band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch op
erations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band
are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we
have been able to share the band without either use interfering
with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies
by splitting them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the
band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move
closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference
to radio control operations. I am told that of the 50 frequen
cies that are presently available for radio control of model
airplanes, only 19 "safe" frequencies will be left if these new
rules are adopted.

When I fly a model under radio control, I go to great
lengths to assure the safety for both myself as well as any by
standers that might be watching (and believe me, flying a model
airplane does attract spectators). One of the main precautions
involves assuring that the frequency that I am operating on is
clear and that there is no possibility of my causing another
modeler to loose control or of any other modeler causing me to
loose control of my model. People have been seriously hurt or



even killed by an out of control model.

I do not think that it is wise of the FCC to seek to im
prove the operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the
expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are
as important as business users of radios, but we have a consid
erable investment in our models and in the radio equipment. I
personally have several thousand dollars worth of radios and
other modeling equipment. The hobby provides many hours of en
joyment to hundreds of thousands of people like myself and con
tributes to the advancement and development of the science of
aeronautics. It is not unheard of for the commercial and mili
tary applications to be developed from the applications first
applied by aeromodelers.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime
by not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72 
76 MHz band.

~#~
Bill Francis
634A Walnut street
statesville, N.C. 28677
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T~E HONORABLE LAUCH FAIRCLOTH
UNITED STATES SENATE
WASHiNGTON, DC 20510

SUBJECT: NPRM - PR DOCKET 92-235

DEAR SENATOR FAIRCLOTH:
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I AM A RADIO CONTROL MODEL ENTHUSIAST AND VERY CONCER~:P ABOUT PROPOSER
~MbES THAT ARE CURRENTLY UNDER CONSIDERATION-BY THE FEpERAL COMMUNICATIO~
CPMMISSIQN 'EGGl THE PROCEEOiNd is PR bOeKET 92-235. IF ADOPTED. THE N
RULES WIll GREATLY REDUCE THE USABILITY OF FREQUENCIES CURRENTLY ASSIGNED
FOR MODEL USE AND INCREASE THE RISK OF ACCIDENTS AND ATTENDANT LIABILITY
FOR CONTROLLING MODEL AIRPLANES.

OUR RADiO CONfR0L FReQJE~~;[S ARE !N THE
PR MeRILY USED FOR PRIVATE LAND MOBILE DIS
RADIO CO~TROL FREQUENCIES IN THIS BAND,
MOBilE fREQUENCIES THAT WE HAV~.BEEN

.~' .,\.. '.

USE INTERFERING WITH THE {HER.~'

~. ..,

!? - - 7 F W-:i,r' t3 AND . THIS BAN 0 I S
.,r"' ~"IJo'"

ATIONS. HOWEVER, OUR
OUGH APART FROM THE LAND

ARE THE BAND WITHOUT EITHER

NOW THE FCC WANTS TO_ . FREQUENCIES BY SPLITTING THEM
INTO NARROWER BANDWIDTHS Q~'THE BAND PLAN. AS A RESULT. MANY
LAND MOBILE FREQUENCi. ~ 'oSEd TO THE RADIO CONTROL FREQUENCIES
AND CAUSE INTERFERENCE TO RADIO CONTROL OPERATIONS. l AM TOLD THAT OF THE
SC FREQUENCIES THAT ARE PRESENTLY AVAILABLE FOR RADIO CONTROL OF MODEL
AIRPLANES, ONLY 19 FREQUENCIES WILL BE LEFT IF THESE NEW RULES ARE
ADOPTED

WHEN WE FLY OUR MODEL AIRPLANES UNDER RADIO CONTROL, WE GO TO GREAT
LENGTHS TO ASSURE THE SAFETY OF THE OPERATORS AND BYSTANDERS AND THE
PROTECTION OF PROPERTY. MANY OF OUR SAFETY PRECAUTIONS INVOLVE THE CAREFUL
COORDINATION AND USE OF THE RADIO CONTROL FREQUENCIES. IF THE NUMBER OF
USABLE FREQUENCIES IS DIMINISHED AS PROPOSED BY THE FCC. THE REMAINING
FREQuENCIES WILL BECOME CONGESTED AND THE MARGIN OF SAFETY WILL BE GREATLY
DECREASED.

PLEASE UNDERSTAND THAT MANY MODEL AIRPLANES HAVE WING SPANS UP TO 10 FEET
AN0 ~~IGH AS ~U~H A~ ~u OR 40 FOUNDS. THE MODELS !HE¥SELVFR ARE EXPENSIVE
TO BUiLD; BUT MORE TO THE POINT, THEY ARE CAPABLE OF CAUSING PROPERTY
DAMAGE. SERIOUS INJURY, OR EVEN DEATH IF RADIO INTERFERENCE CAUSES THE
OPERATOR TO LOSE CONTROL OF THE CRAFT. WE OFTEN FLY OUR MODELS AT
ORGANIZED EVENTS AND CONTEST WHERE HUNDREDS OF OPERATORS PARTICIPATE. WE
NEED THE USE OF OUR FULL COMPLEMENT OF RADIO FREQUENCIES IN ORDER TO
ASSURE A SAFE FLYING ENVIRONMENT.



; 00 NOT THINK IT IS WISE OF THE FCC TO SEEK TO IMPROVE THE OPERATING
CONDITIONS OF LAND MOBILE RADIO USERS AT THE EXPENSE OF RADIO CONTROL
MODELERS. THE FCC MAY NOT THINK WE ARE AS IMPORTANT AS BUSINESS USERS OF
RADIOS. BU' WE HAVE A CONSIDERABLE INVESTMENT IN OUR MODELS AND IN OUR
~ADIO EQUiPMENf THE HOBBY PROVIDES MANY HOURS OF ENJOYMENT TO THOUSANDS
OF PEO~lE LIKE MYSELF AND CONTRIBUTES TO THE ADVANCEMENT AND DEVELOPMENT
OF tHE COMMERCiAL AVIATION INDUSTRY.

PLEASE HELP ME CONTINUE THE SAFE ENJOYMENT OF MY PASTIME BY NOT ALLOWING
THE FCC TO CARRY OUT ITS PROPOSALS FOR THE 72-75 MHz BAND

SINCERELY,

Cre5 Cr105/Yi

YY\ rAwe. 't Rill ~L--11"aj {~b

L011Yl ~",(i?''l /11,[, ifV?~6"





Please help me and many 100'5 of thousands of modelers
around the country to continue a very rewarding and safe
hobby, by not allowing the FCC to adopt proposals to use the
72-75 Mhz band for additional land mobile channels.

Sincerely,



the Honorable Lauch Faircloth
United States Senator
Room 716, Hart Building
Washington, DC 20510

February 8 1993
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I have been interested in aviation for many years and I am very active in the
Kernersville Radio Control Club whose thirty members enjoy constructing and
operating radio-controlled model airplanes.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding
1S PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the
usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the
risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-75 Mhz band. This band is
primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations; however, our radio
control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the land mobile
frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either use
interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them
into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many
land mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio control frequencies and
cause interference to radio control operations. I am told that of the 50
frequencies that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes,
only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to
assure the safety of the operations and bystanders and the protection of
property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful coordination and
use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequency will become
congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and
weigh as much as 30 to 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to
build; but more to the point, they are capable of causing property damage,
serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes the operator to
lose control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and
contests where hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of our full
complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating
conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio-control
modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business users of
radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in radio
equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people
like myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the
commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the
FCC to carry out its proposal for the 72-75 MHz band.
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The Honorable Lauch Faircloth
United states Senate
Washington D.C.
20510

Dear Mr. Faircloth;

I have been a modeler for over 30 years~ 20 years of
which I have been involved in radio controlled model
aircraft. I have found it to be a very rewarding and
educational pastime. Over the years I have become a fair
craftsman and those skills I have learned through modeling
have been applicable to my job and to projects I have done
that have no relation to modeling.

I have recently been informed of the contents of PR
Docket 92-235 that is being considered by the FCC. I find
that this proposal will insert new land mobile channels in
between the allotted model aircraft channels. These mobile
radios WILL interfere will the proper operation of the
radios that I use to control my aircraft. As these models
can consume months of building time and may cost as much as
$1000 dollars in building materials, radio equipment,
engines~ and other parts, it seems to me that putting this
much time and effort in jeopardy for the sake of a phone
call is a bit unnecessary.

I belong to the RC Wingers of Mooresville, NC and before I



Please help me and many 100'5 of thousands of modelers
around the country to continue a very rewarding and safe
hobby, by not allowing the FCC to adopt proposals to use the
72-75 Mhz band for additional land mobile channels.

Si. ncer'el y,
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I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the Federal

Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules
will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of
accidents and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private land
mobile dispatch operations. However. our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from
the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either use interfering with
the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to
the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. I am told that of the 50
frequencies that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be
left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the
operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of
safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30
or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable of
causing property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes the operator to lose
control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators
participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying
environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of land mobile radio
users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business
users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The
hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and contributes to the
advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out its
proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

Sincerely,

~~~e.'~M.~







The Honorable Lauch Faircloth
United States Senate
Washington, D. C. 20510
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I ha~ been interested in radio controlled model airplanes
and ~ts for many yearsand I am active in uvo local model
club~vhose members enjoy the hobby also.

S1

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are now
under consideration by the Federal Communications Commision
(FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the
new rules will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies
currently assigned for model use; thereby, increasing the
risk of accidents, property damage and bodily injury.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band.
rhis band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch
operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this
band are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies
that we have been able to share the band without either use
interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by
splitting them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the
band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will
move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause
interference to radio control operations.

I o~~ 8 pieces of radio control equipment that would be
unusable if this frequency assignment is adopted. Since the
Droposed new frequencies are so close, interference will
occur and render most model frequencies unusable.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my hobby by
not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the
72-76 MHz band.

Sincerely, .
~-:-~ .. /-

/--e"X""- ;'t'C
Lee Smith
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Honorable Lauch Faircloth

Colonel Mearle T. Hickman

20 Feb 93

SUBJECT: FCC "Notice of Proposed Rule Making"

Dear Sir:

Docket 92-235

I am a retired Colonel, pilot, engineer, with thirty three years
in the Air Force. My life career started with my interest in model
airplanes at nine years of age, and continues to this very day.
I have lectured on aerodynamics in colleges and high schools, as
well as recruiting candidates for the Air Force Academy using radio
control model airplanes in my classes and demonstrations.

In the past two years, the FCC has placed exacting requirements
upon the model airplane industry, fellow modelers, and radio control
clubs, causing all to spend great sums of money up dating and building
higher quality radio control equipment. My investment in up dating
has been over three thousand dollars. FCC's present assignment
of frequencies insures safety of operators, spectators, and property,
as well as permitting the expansion of radio control activities
for years to come. All this could be placed in jeopardy by the
large electronics and communications giants, who care less for
the model radio control industry, and much less for the RC public
interest, pleasure and enjoyment.

I ask for your support in not allowing the FCC to tamper with existing
radio control assigned frequencies, 72 to 76MHZ band.

Honorable Sir, I would appreciate a reply on your comments and
proposed action. Thank you for your support.

MEARLE T. HICKMAN
Colonel USAFRet
4 Riverview Circle
Granite Falls, N.C. 28630
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The Honorable Faircloth
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Sir:

February 8, 1993

I am very active in a local club whose members enjoy constructing
and operating radio control model airplanes. I am very concerned
about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by
the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is
PR Docket 93-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce
the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and
increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for
controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz Band. This
band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch
operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band
are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we
have been able to share the band without either use interfering
with the other.

Please understand that these new frequencies would be in between
the frequencies we are now using.

Model Channel 14
Proposed New Insert
Proposed New Insert

Present Commercial
Proposed New Insert
Proposed New Insert

Model Channel 15

72.070 MHz
72.0725 MHz
72.0775 MHz

72.080 MHz
72.0825 MHz
72.0875 MHz

72.090 MHz

As you can see these frequencies are too close for safe flying.

Safe flying and narrow band reception is a must ln radlo control
(RC). Each frequency has a channel for RC to prevent
interference from each other. If these new frequencies for
mobile phones are allowed in between our channels, it will cause



all kinds of danger to everyone. When you are flying you can
loose control of your plane and there is always spectators,
houses, property, etc., that can be hurt or damaged when you
loose contol of the plane. Some of the planes weigh from 40-50
pounds and are expensive to build. We often fly our models at
organized events and contests where hundreds of operators
participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio
frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environment.

I have been flying since I was twelve years old; therefore,
please help me to continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by
not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76
MHz Band.

Yours truly,

Clyde M. Easter, Jr.



OFFICIAL AMA NATIONAL SAFETY CODE - January 1, 1992
Model flying MUST be In Iccorden.1 wllh lhle Code In order for AMA Lllblllly PrOlectlon to Ipply.

j
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GEfl
will not fly my model aircraft in competition or in the presence of spectators until it has been proven to be airworthy by having been previously, successfully flight tested.

2) I will not fly my model higher than approximately 400 feet within 3 miles of an airport without notifying the airport operator. I will give right- of-way and avoid flying in the
proximity of full-scale aircraft. Where necessary, an observer shall be utilized to supervise flying to avoid haVing models fly in the proximity of full-scale aircr,ft.
3) Where established, I will abide by the safety rules for the flying site I use, and I will not willfully and deliberately fly my models in a careless, reckless and/or dangerous
manner,
4) If my model weighs over 20 pounds, I will only fly it in accordance with paragraph 5 of this section of the AMA Safety Code.
5) At air shows or model flying demonstrations a single straight line must be established, one side of which is for flying, with the other side for spectators. Only those persons
essential to the flight operations are to be permitted on the flying side of the line; all others must be on the spectator side. Flying over the spectator side of the line is prohibited,
unless beyond the control of the pilot(s). The only exceptions which may be permitted to the single straight line requirement, under special circumstances involving
consideration of site conditions and model size, weight, speed and power, must be jointly approved by the AMA President and the Executive Director. In any case, the maximum
permissible takeoff weight of models is 55 pounds.
6) I will not fly my model unless it is identified with my name and address or AMA number, on or in the model. Note: This does not apply to models flown indoors.
7) I will not operate models with metal-bladed propellers or with gaseous boosts, in which gases other than air enter their internal combustion engine(s); nor will I operate
models with extremely hazardous fuels such as those containing tetranitromethane or hydrazine.
8) I will not operate models with pyrotechnics (any device that explodes, burns, or propels a projectile of any kind) including, but not limited to,
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